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TRAIN HARD, FIGHT EASY:
THELEGACY OF A.V.SUVOROV
AND HIS “ART OF VICTORY"

DR, BRUCE W, MENNING

VER the bast century, commentators sund

militay historians have with few exeepe
tisns grvitied w twvo extianes inexplaining
crnist milituy success dusing the golden age
ol Russian arms, an ¢ of seemingly endless
victoties running from the reign of Peter the
Great (1689-1725) 1o that of Paul 3 (1796.1801),
On thie one hand, the academic school of inter-
prevation has sought w expliain mantial ui.
wmph in werms of Russizn adherence 1o com-
monly pereeived and praciiced principles of
militiry art. On the other hand, the nitonal
(or Russiun) school hus sought expliatation in
underlying and uniquely Russian culunal fac-
to1s.} Betwween these poles, otherobservers have
accasionally Tnborad o praduce a0 synthesis
thit huilds on the strenghs of both approaches
o achieve a4 balmee between context amd
constaney.?

Against the overall background of historio-
graphical conuoversy and compromise, the
testimony of one of the era’s chiel—il not most
important—acioss, Generalissimo Aleksandr
Vasil'evich Suvorow (1730-1800), remnins espe.
ciadly instructive, In 1771, when forced to -
tiomalize novel approachies to Goes and ain.

ing in fighting the Polish Conlederates, then-
Maior General Suvarov srgucd thit his methe
ads ware jusiificd in the light of Russiun
milivuy progress agiinst Prussia during the
Seven Years' War, He noted that Frederick H,
overrun from all sides, hud lost soldiers drilled
in the wiceties, hiad been {oreed to thiow re.
placements together ke fish soup, and did not
have time o diill them more than perlunctor-
ily. Incontrast, by 1761 the Russians were mare
than cqual to their adversaries. Vhe dillerence
in Suvorov's eyes? P'raining, While Frederick
had replaced experienced uoops with hastily
trained recruits, the Russians, having been de-
ployed longer, reached a wellstrained s
Consequemly, the Prussians fell before the
Russians, justasin 1709the Swedes had fallen g
Poltava belore Peter the Great*who had drilled
his troops more than the foreigners, whoseown
forees were incompletely trained.” Suvoroy
Linter insisted thad ciach uained soldier equaled
somewhere between three and wn untrained
counterparts. In his words, wraining meant
“light,” while lack of training spelled “dark-
1ness,**!

These ussertions underscore the importance
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which perhups the greatest Russian milivny
commander of il time pseribed to taining. By

*1771, amixuneof influences, including service
in the mnks, combar experiznce, amd woane jn
various junios il senior commind and sl
positions, had begun o coalesce for Suvator
into the foundations of a comprebiensive pros
gram for militny acion which mderseoned
the fundamental impotsance of asining to vic-
tory. It 1795, several wars and nuig ous cuns
paigns aler the brushfire conllicts of the 1770«
in Poland, Suvoroe would refine moe e
four decudes of experience imo a simple > ot
guidelines to govern the taining and indet ui
nation of soldicrs in the fundamentals of the
milivuy ant,

His prescriptions, knownus *"The Artof Vies
tory,” were initisndly cirenlated in ssmunaipt
form, wmponuily forgotten alwer his divh,
then published and reprinted eight tinees be-
tween 1806 and 18110 By the second lall of the
nineteenth century, the prescriptions had be-
come a Russian military classic. Whatever the
version, *"The Artof Victory™ subsequently be-
came the font 1o which Russiun md Soviet
military trainers have returned repeatedly lor
information and inspiration. Because of their
persistent influence, a review of Suvorov's
sraining principles as they evolved o culmi-
nate in *“The Art of Victory" promises insight
notonly into the Russian military pastbutalso
the Soviet military present.

Anydiscussion ol Suvorov's training methxls
must begin with relerence w context amd ime.
pact. Suvorov entered active service with the
Imperial Russian Arny in 1748 at the age of
cighteen, and the majority of his cneer coin-
cided with the heyday of eighteenth-century lin-
ear tactics. ‘This was a time in which anmies of
highly uained professionils equipped with
smoothbore, flintlock muskets marched in col-
uimn and [ought on line in elaborately chorco.
graphed battles that at least metaphorically
nminored contemporary intellectual preoceus
pations with notions of order, symmeny, il
rationalism.¢ When Suvorov [inally rose to

connnand in the 17608 wd 17705, he It ineo
this wellsndered world asan innovator, a fickd
commantder whase ol and aprertionsl
comeeptinns were olten ot vuinee with Ewoe
ves ey convention. ncontst with the
Bunguid metherds mnd 1acties of his day, Sue
varay ached rapidly, stuck unexpeetedly,
atcked seemingly helwereskeher froma variety
of fomations, and pursued relentlesly.®

Training suade the injection of (uvy possible:
whint lent focus was o novel mind complemens
tury cmphiasis in the briel pages o *“Phe Aol
Victory™ on wmobility, Hexibility, inidative,
and agitity, These wnd other aspeets of his i
sion Suvoros summcd up with seferense o his
Gonous nimdeasprald, wssessment, and hivdng
powertbystrota, glazaar, natish). With these
words, he enjoinet ins ofiicers sond aoops o
move fist, size up sitetions quickly and acea.
witely, then push headlong into the atack,
Whether incombatagainst Polishirehels, lawr
Gibesmen, Tutkish Bmissaries, Frenchevolus
vonaries, or Prussinn grenadiers, Suvoiov's
stess on thorough preparation sund specdy exes
cttion was sullicient to preduce thicescore e
jor and minor victories, olten in the face of
hopeless adds. As Philip Longworth, Suvarov's
most teeent Western bisgrapher, has nowl,
“he won far o hequently o be called lucky:
he never lost.™

Although *"The Attof Victory" dates 1o 17495,
evidence shows that Suvorov first professed sys-
tensatic views on taining duting the 1760s,
when he tetned ftom the Prussian cune
Paigns to assume suceessive commind of the
Astrnkhan and Suzdal infantey regiments. By
1765, he had worked outa successful uaining
progrun, the “Susdal Regulitions,” which
served asa legitimate supplement to the official
drill regulations of 1763, In consonance with
citcumstances and in agreement with wegula-
tions, in cach suceeeding command he sought
to extend and institutionalire his progran of
systenuttic toop vaining, "These elaboutions
wnd various diserete instructions would evens
tally culminite in “T'he Arcof Viewny." The




developmental aspect aside, theSuadal Regulae
tems ulicudy reveal the foundations of his
wauining systems begin with o undersinnding
of the soldier and his needs; recognise the nes
cenity of creating under sirong supervision a
condident fighting mun; develop u sense of in-
dividual and group identity; and enguge in
constunt, progressive, wind repetitive waining
under conditions gradually appreuching those
of genuine combat, ‘The approath worked so
well thavalecady in the mid1760s the Suadulers
weresulliciently well trained to attract imperial
attention atsummer mancuvees held near'$sare
skoe Selo.w

For Suvorov, training began with the i
vidual soidier. ‘The task was 1o transloom un-
nuitl levies of raw and illiterie peasant con-
seripts into lighting troops. “I'his meant mak.
ing warriors of disoriented wnd disgruntied
young men o front their taditional village
socictics and pressed into what must have
scemed a penal-like sysiem of woutine, segula-
tion, rital, and rigid subordination. While
recent commentators have reminded us that
nrany clements of vitlage umd barrack life coin-
citedd, soldicrly existence held something new
wnd alunming: caleulated exposime 1o danger
with the real possibility of giving “a life for the
czar."'VSuvorov {aced this and other training
chillenges in characteristically direct fashion,
In *"The Arc ol Victory,"” he declared in words
readity understindable to his recruits that, ila
peasint doesn’t know how 1o plough, he can-
not grow bread.” ‘Uhe unmistakable milicay
implication was that neither could an un-
trained soldier succeed in hattle, Thercfore, the
master of training consciously set out (o trans-
[orm the lives of his peasant recruits o render
thedillicult possible and the unthinkable more
palatable?

While his intent was scarcely novel, his meth-
od was, He deemphasized corporal punish.
ment, and belore the training cycle ever started,
Suvorov strictly prescribed organizational ad-
herence to conditions which fostered mainte-
nance of health, diet, and adequate living con-

THE CLASSIC APPROACH 8

ditions, Military physiciuns and comnumders
mide daily diccks on the status of woops ad
their hivowies. Soldiers were never to sleep di-
weetly on the grouml, meals wete o inchwde
vegetithles, witter wins 1o be boiled, aad approp:
timemeinnres were trken o ensure lickd sunine
tion, Inanage when skimping on rations mcannt
exuri income for the communder, Suvorov hekd
his oflicers strictly accopmtable for the wellure
ol their troops, "This concern prostuced patpse
bie resulis in the form of decreased mortality
and increased readiness rates. It also lowered
requirements for taining replacements amd
produced binthome returns in morale, which
helped make sense of the sysiem lor the soldier,
whether veteran or recruit, Denis Davydoy, the
Russian pastisan hero of 1812, once remurked
that Suvotov “pathis hand on the heart of te
Russian seoldior amd beaened its beat,"

*“The At of Victory" reinloreed the overall
sense of concern by enjoining olficers to “con.
verse with soldiers in their own language.”
Emphusis fell on practical explanation
demonstrtion in weoms understandable o the
average soldier, mnd it was Suverov's pen.
chiamt—possibly & carry-over from his own ser-
vice in the ranks—to spend time with the
toops, sharing their jokes and camplires
ol moments while on campaign or hard
work in & training exercise, 't

The comminder's visits and his casy famil
ity with toops did notimply lax discipline,
On thecontiny, Suvorov believed that military
lileus such conled notexist without strict dised-
pline and submdination. Suvorov wus sn avid
student of the history of Rome, and he surely
realized that the reintroduction of Roman dis-
cipline was in some measure responsible for
whit few advinces wet possible in an age of

O,n a
Sany,
S

stagnant echnology, He once noted that, “all (45 pop N
constaney of military discipline is hased on m*-——?‘—
oledience,” He added that, “From obedience ‘AB
comes thecareful and easy carrying out of every anced a
man'sresponsibility and his pride in its perfec- toatd .
tion; and in this there lies the whole essence of o
military order.” Heenjoined his troops o dress
by
Distribution/
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andd wet like soldicrs and held officers and none
commissioned olficers divectly 1esponsible o
the conduct of their men. Under peacetime
conditions, Suvorov expectad hismen o geton
witls the locid populuce, whetherin ficndiy o
occupivd weritory, o alhere siriedy to milicay
regulations, snd during wartime to maintain
the diseipline and presence of mind that ens
phasized mission il spelled success, 1 cave
alryman during the pursuit stopped 1o loot a
fallen foe, his officer was w shaot him, 1 o
senior oflicer saw one of his juniots notentores
ing the segulations, the junior man was o be
placed wader Bnmedinte wrest,

The stiess on conveationsl discipline us tie
soul of military life should not obscure Suvo-
rov's emphasis on enthusiasm and the positive
uspects of a systematic approach o training
which instilled sell-confidence, He recognized
the importance of teligious sentiment in reine
lotcing a common identity and loyalty 10
shared values. Healso realized thatattainment
of histraining objectives rested on thedegree to
which hismethods developed men contident in
their own capacities and abilities to succeed,
even winder themostirying conditions of bawle,
He ordered his men not to ery out in hawle as
did the “barbarians,' wnd he resuicted olficers
and noncommissioned ollicas w shouting
orders and his troops 1o chanting rousing
"hurrahs" in unison, What hic wanted hissol-
diers 1o project both 1o the enemy and to them-
sclves was a sense of sell-contained control, a
sense of disciplined will power that led inevit-
ably to victory.e

But how to build sell-confidence in men
long accustomned to life at the lower ranges of
the social scale? Once having assured his men
of their welfare and having stressed the impor-
tance of discipline and enthusiasm, the next
step was to undertake actual training. -Expla-
nation wasalwaysaccompanied by demonstra-
tion. And the orderof training wasalwaysdone
from the simple to the mote complex. The
process was to be practical, progressive, and
systematic. T'he new recruitreceived individual

instruction on items of conduct, diess, and
wilet. Thae followed wudimentny intalie.
ton ws the msnual of snns, Then canme titine
g in whie the Russinms valled “evalutions
and mmenvess” fist ot the equivalent ol
sqquatd level then wt pldoon amd company
tevel, Prinemy cmplinais el on the ability
change lormations, 1o move hom nench onder
into appropriie battle ordder in the mostexpues
ditious mannet, Like snother cighteentheens
wry miliusey genius, Marshat Mauricede Saxe,
Suvarov no doubt believed thin “all the secret
ol mancuvers lies in the legs.” Although Su-
vorov preiched stricn adbicrence to segubitions
in garrison, in the field he was less concemed
with appearance, evenness of siep, sanl glitier,
than hie wis with the toops' ability w move
fast and w change formiions seadily.t

Agility and swifuess derived from physieat
conditioning, and although Suvorov himsell
was not of 1obust physique, he subjected his
troops to rigotous conditioning routines, They
learned o mmch iapidly over long distanees, 1o
swimn, o tewverse difficult weaain, w leap over
obstacles. With conditioning cune esdtnance
and pride of accomplishiment, With condition-
ing ulso came speed. He ceaselessly tained his
soldivis 1o cover visy distances with file rest,
Notsmpisingly, vigorous waining paid hand-
some dividends: in 1769 on the way to Brest, his
Suzdalers covered 275 miles in 1 naverses, an
average nuneh pace of nearly 26 miles per day;
in 17949, during the summer heat of the halian
camprtipg, he once manched nearly 53 miles in
36 hows, then fought @ major thieesday en-
gagement. Notwithoutreason does Longworth
renvark thit Suvorov “was obsessed with the
idea of spred,”

Within the tactical and operational contest,
this pluase is no exaggenation, "The Russiim
Generalissimo once reminded an Austrisn ally,
“Money is dear; human life is still dearer; bug
time is thedearest of all,” Suvorov prized speed
beciuse i put tdime on his side and enbianced
the possibility of surprise, *One minute,” Su-
vorovasseried, "decides the outcome ol a battle,




one honr the sccess of acampiatign, one day the
e ol empives.. . Lopertenot by howms bat by
minies.” I Uhe At ol Vamy,” he wrote,
"Il enemy sings, walks ahout, waits for you
from the open fickd, and you hit him from
heyond the steep mountains and silent forests,
like snow on the head,” At the heart of Suvo.
tov's tactical system lay the realization that his
forces foughe "not with nmnbes but with
skl sndd thist “speed and sueprise substitated
for numbers [while] higing power and hlows
decidied comban,"v

Emphasis on the legs did not imply dun
Suvarov neglected the manual of s, only
that herequined less precise movemens indiitl
with munskets, In addition 0 heing able 10
showlder the weapon in an appropisne fashe
ion, Suvaov deanded teo thingscapid five
diilland experthayonet deill, Emphasis fell on
wpidd fire not becanse of a concern with fine
volume, but beamse of @ concern tiat soldicrs
tearn to lowd in the most expeditions manner
possible. He wanted his men o five slowly sl
aconntely, by closesin hattle, hecowseled thin
it wis better to retain a bullet in the banel (for
emergency) and rely firstof all on the bayonet,
I ihree "Turks avacked w Russian in battle, he
wits to hayonet thie fivst, shoot the second, snd
bayonet the third,

Suvorov's prescription o plice maximum
faith in the bayonet was well founded, given
the technology of the times and his conception
of spirited, offensive action, Russinn soldiers
were armed with the .70 caliber sinoothbore,
(lintlock musket, whose rate of fise under ideal
chrcumstances might e thiee or lourshots per
minute, Under conditions of genuine five ace-
tion, trtined fovmations might rewin disci-
pling and coherence for several minutes, after
which the noise, smoke, suid confusion of .
te gradually gained the upper hand, causing
fire volume o drop off appreciably. At the
sime time, firing mechanisms were frugile and
clfectiveranges short, A noken flintora pause
to reload immediately transformed the musket
fitted with bayonet imto a pike sund what had
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heena fire flightine habo-hamnd combat, Lie
te wonder that i American of the same e,
Benjiunin Franklin, onee seriously proposed
cquipping the Continental Army with long.
Bowst A cumbersome suxt {ragile 1wechnology
prompted Stvorov 1o stress the importance of
the bayonet: & soldicr must know how o shoot,
but in the end cold steel was his most reliable
(riend, Oras Suvorov putitin lunguagereadily
undderstandable for the average soldier, *"The
hullet’s a [ool, the bayonet’s s fine lad,"n

Suvoron ix olten credited with fosiering o
“cult of the bayonet™ which would eturn o
hianng the Ruassising i centary Lter, when M. 1L
Dragouiitov cume to stiess the importance of
cold steel at the expense of tactical and techni.

al innovition. Issues of wehnological context

aside, erities of cold swel wnd 1 -ignore the
psychological factor, Vicory in battle ulti-
miately iepresents a triumph of will, amd there
is 1o hetter way 10 demonstrate outright mas.
tery than o dominate physically with cold
steel. While no one would ague that madern
wehaology has progressively imposed greaer
liwits on the application of cold steel, even
modern soldicrs must demonstrate the capucity
0 impose their cotlective will on the enemy, il
need be, ut close quarters, Suvorov understood
this, the annies of the French Revolution afl-
fivmed it and beter teainers still seek o instili
the sinne kind of 1esolve.?? Like other prophets
ol training, including Dragomirovand Ardant
du Pica, Suvotov was a student of soldier psy-
chology and hattle stress,

Less well understod than outright empha.
sis on colil steel was the degree 1o which Sua-
vorov also viewed a disciplined resort o fire as
an imposition of will, Withholding fire could
he more unnerving to the adversary than firing
a volley without appreciable elfect, which he
found only “emboldencd the banbarians™ who
then closed for the kill while Russian soldiers
were reloading, When Suvorov's soldiers ve.
sorted to hullets, the fire of individuals-and
formations haud to be mutually reinforcing. It
also had to e accunue: there was no discharg-
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ing of weapons with the vague prasant hope
that “the bullets would lind the guilty ones.
Stuvorov trined cach small unit w desigune
severad shanpshontess, whose task it was to fie
powill on wdvancing enciy hotsenren und ol
licers, Lestunyone think thut Suvorov fuiled 1o
cmplasize the importance of fitepowe, heors
dered his soldices w earey 100 cntriedges eneh
into theirengagements in the south siepyre, Fou
the ciglteenth century, this was u high basic
load of amuiusition, Iwas also Suvotov—the
communder usually crediicd with emphasizing
the bayonet over the bullet=-who suid, “Infun.
uy fire lands o vicuny,'n

Emphasis on the complementny natuse of
fivepower and cold steel underscored the ime
portance of the offense in training and practice.
Olficers s soldicrs alike were tiught nlways
to think in terms of going forwand, of pressing
the advantage. For Suvorov, retieat was syn.
onymous with treason, ‘The word was never
mentioned in training, Officers who spoke of it
direcly or in veiled terms were severely up-
braided. A step backwind isdeath,™ hesaid. In
training there was no alierwitive o going for-
ward, and this was the expeeted standand in
combat. In battle, he woull not even peamit
one formation to replice anather, lest ielicl e
interpreted as permission to withdimw,

Thisupprouch fostered a mstural preoccupa-
tion with movement and mohility, When en-
guged orclose to engagement, Suvorovinsisted
that his subordinates keep their formations ad-
vancing on the enemy. This gave the soldias
something to think about other than theirown
[ears and presenied the enemy with the diffi.
culty of closing with 2 moving tuge At the
same time, outside the immediate sealm of the
baulelield, Suvorov emphasized 1apidity of
movement, a depariue which 1#inforced his
cmphisis on speed, Raring a pesiad of static
technology, even incremental improvements
might produce decisive results, and this wis
sutely the case with Suvorov's philosophy of
mobility. Whenever possible within the pa-
rumeters of regulations, he oidered a lighten-

ing ol cquipment aond unitoms, He whole
hetediy supponied Prinee G AL Patankin's
milivny diess ieforms of 1781, which sepes
seted sutiliveinn depm e om emlicn expue:
riments with Prussiin onifonns, Of couse,
the objest wak i reduce naintenance and faeils
intte wapid movementt

To wnain wn aceeptable degiee ol petis
cienty, nadning hid o be continnous s
privised. For Suvoror, uaining wis i constant
concern, regardless of season wod cireams e e
His wen tuined in wimer aond siummer. They
wined even whide onw campaign in aceneless
quest o atnin peadeaion, On condon duy in
sl detsu Dnenis, fwas eisy o comminler s
o grow Lax in theiv cquitements and tot the
solidicts 10 grow dull on daily outpost and
gl duty, “Fhe santidote wiss to insist it
soldives diill even in sl ganisons, Wit
made them take the antidote was disees officer
supervivion. Suvarov both exhoned ol ;e
dered hisollicers to ke ditectinterest in taine
ing. o e when ollicas icdegated wedious
aspreets of tnoop duty 1o their sergemes, sanl
when feaders exercised their soltlices only in
faiv wenther, Suvenov's actions 1epresented &
substiantinl depitne from contemponny
Pretice.”

In acdddition o empliasis on progressive suuld
continuons tining, Suvorov invisted et
taining should have tocusand wtility, Anolie
of hisimaxims was that "noops e tanght only
it wehichwis necessuy ineombat.” His poac
ticalappronch o themanal ol mmsand apid
loading wore dlewe indications that embellishe
ments were neither necessiny nor wleraed, A
the same time, he insisted that “every soldia
know his maneuver, " Phis meant that taine
ing should be adequate 10 wieh every man
whatwas aucial forhim o pafonm in combat,
Osdinmny diill, manmenvers, and exercises wene
sufficient o impart the most basic combin
skills, However, dicmmstances simnetimes je-
quired depantue hom toutine, as lor exsanple,
when encimped belore the ‘Turkish foruess i
[zmail in 1790, he ordered his engineers to




build mockup sections of the lortress walls
it B seabebicns were to stora, Fliznks to cargs
Il iehesnsad, belote Suvaror ever atacked,
sl i Knew Biis place in the battle onde,
wikl canch knew: s assigoesh iask. 7 At o, bate
tle hield sueprise, wml Suvorov’s inclination
wits 16 e supeise gt the enomy while
taining his men 1o e prool against the
unexpectad,

Peehaps e best insurme e againt the unex-
peeted was tigotous itbviesee an the pussuitol
velisen o amaneuvers ol ekl exercises, e
spite his own physical shoticomings, Suvorov
gloricd in Jouding his men into sammer excer-
cises, in which they mancuvered in larger (or-
mations and in which ollicers gained expe:
tience in using the three combat arms -
gethen During thecighwenth century, Russian
milivny regubinions prescribied sevenad Rimds of
excreises, cach ol whith wsuaily began with
deployment Gom march fonmation ime the
el fonsition, chinging diveetion of ik
o adviniee, then setmuing 1o saeh fonna.
tion, lnacenndiance with empliasis on his wiad,
Suvarov zought accclented movement 1o con-
taet, aoawilt but sccnte assessment of the site
uation, e immedisne sk, Day alier day,
his toops would practice tpid approach
narches, deployment from the mieh citheron
line or in squnes, then advance into sk,
Fornations and iactics always depended on the
matieof the terrinand theanricipated enciny,
This Hexibleapproach todeployment Suvoroy
clenly stmmed up in his 1778-iining in-
steactions 10 the Crimean and Ruban Corps:
“Againstiegular forces s in the Prassian war,
againstinnegularsas in the st Tarkish wir,™
Sometimes the exereises were onesided, with
no adversarial foree; at othier times his toops
atcked i simubited enemy.

A its best, however, anining approached
conditions of 1eal combat in rigorous two-
sitled exercises pitting one force againstanother.
In this tespect, Suverov's contribution to real-
ism, indeed, the piécede résistance of his train-
ing systen, was the itk thinongh® (shvos-
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nma alakal. Appatently, he had devised this
exereise somewhut later than his experiments
with the Susdial Regiment during the 1760s,
Fron the march he divided his noops inte two
oppening forees, then orderctd them to deploy
in formations lacing cachother 200 10 250 paces
{canisier range) apart, “The wwo sides com-
mencad 10 aack cach other, stopping at pre-
scribed intcrvals (o fite blank volleys against
their meck mlversaries and linally launching a
headlong hayonct assault, “To retain momen-
i s the combatants upproached cach other,
Suvoroy instructed his soklicss not 1o slow
their pace, batat the last moment o step o the
right half a pace, gaise their weapons, mid pass
through the nutrow gaps in opposing liles, A
shott disiance beyorl the linc ol mock contiet,
the soldicrs wheelad about 10 luce their oppo.
neats once again, The exercise was repeared
untid rention of cohesion, momentum, and
hitting power becime automatic
Toupproximie the conditions of combat as
closely s possible, Suvotov olten incorporated
cavaley sl tillery into his "atiuck through™
exercises, The arash of blank cannon fire, the
desnming of hools, the flash of bayonet il
saber, the din and.smoke of mock battle—all
injected @ heavy dose of realism into the exer:
vises, Suvorov helieved that these was no beuer
wary both 1 instract cavitley in the intricacies of
weecking infuniry aad o instill in infantry the
necessary stenliness o ward ol cavalry.
Reulisin also multipliad the possibility of
dunger, and eyewitnesses recond injuries amd
even fattlities resulting from the “aitack
through® exercises. In 1794, Denis Davydov
iecorded Suvorov's reaction to his subordi-
mues’ concernover the possibility of injuring
his troops in training. “God be with them," he
muttered, T will kill four, live, ten men; [ but) 1
will teach four, five, ten thousand.”V "Thus,
Suvorov aceepied the probability of injuries
and even fatalities but muionalized costs by as-
serting that minor losses in today's wraining
wattld prevent far greater ones in tomorrow'’s
combit, Indeed, records in which Suvorov re-
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peatedly asserted his concemn over bis men's
wellare reveal that he held their well-bing in
high wegard. Prained soldicts were simply wo
vitluable 1o Tose 10 nneambat cses. A the
sane time, however, rigotous taining win the
best insurance that they woukl survise in com-
bat und emerge victorious, Far hom being the
uncating brate, Suvorov plced his cnplisis
on the ultimate concenn—getting his men
through combat successiully,\

Reulisticexercises and rctrosped tion provided
the opportunity o instuet oflicers in their
1oles b wvissions. He wiged hisofficers wsead
history amd from the past 1 choowe milivay
hieroes whose carcars were worthy of ciula.
tion. For Suvorov, military history waas aschool
for ctical instruction, " Without the heacon ol
history—tactics gropes in the dark," he said
Whether by history of afier-action seviews, he
cinphasieed his officers’ direecsupesvismy 1ole
in the comduct of training. At the end of cach
day's excrcise, Suvotov would call his ollicas
wgether, present i commonssense eviluinion
ol the essons demonstraned, point owt s
it needeid improvement, ol dole out egual
quantitics of praise and admonition, Although
hie was never known 1o e an casy tskaneer,
hie was wimpining in hic praise of thow who
dischinged their duties intelligently and con.
scientiously,

THF, purpose of all the training?
The intent was 1o create disciplined soldics
who took stiength from a linm sense of their
own identities und loyalties, and who retined
confidence in theirability wo succeed incombat
because they were sure of themselves, their
1oles, and their leaders. One Ewopean milicny
observer summed up the situationin 1799 alter
observing the Russians tziin in northern Laly,
He said that "the last soldier who falls under
[Suvorov's) influence knows in practice il
theory his job in combat beter than itis known
inany European army is peacetime. ... And il

_aman is convinced that surprise is impossible,

and il o addition he knows whist 10 do in his
owy selest sphere—=he caunn be defeated, e
Gomot bus be viciriou " This micniation,
when caupled with Suvmovs aind of spreald,
assessment, o hinting power, went @ ling
way 1o expliin the sticeess of Rissiim onues
which fought wider the gnomedike genctilise
simo who would sulseguently become ideatined
and idolized in Russian wid Sovict milicny
history,

Anddy inddead, the lessans Binve not eep nw
on subsequent generitions, Thow who fougln
with Suvorov kept lus memoties il methuls
wlive, ilonly loradme, By theend ol the 1830,
anew gencition eoetged o selive themisien s
campaignsamd suggesticlotms inhisspivin, By
the 18603, isolared disciples suclias 1, AL Milie
utin gave way 1o 3 whole school of adirivers
and imiutens kel by the indefatigable M. L
Deagomitoy, one of the great uaining speciinle
ists of todern milicary histny, Athough -
gomirov exagenied the significinee of e
bayonet under weslen battde conlivions, he
didd b o Biprove the quality of naining in
woamasseons et annyt I 1918, Lenin pres
scribed it the prineipal insteacrional articdes
of Suvenons At of Viciory™ e incerporaed
into the thaudbeok ol the Red Avny Soldics
(Kmezlika knsnoannentsn). Suvorov ieniined o
constnt somes of sphntion bhoth though
the uying period of militny mademiziion in
the 19205 and "30sad during sthe asunsition of
Soviet miliguy it in the Grent Patiotic Wi,
His exitmple wemains an imporsint point of
depanture for contemponny spre nlists on sine
ing, including such prominem liguwesas Cole
nelGenead MoAL Gareev Anditcoukd lindly
be otherwises I the words of A, A, Kooy,
Suvorov's importance lies not only in his em-
phasis on progressive tsining and solicitude
towaed the soldivr bt also in the stiess on
simplicity, clinive, s realism. Kommox con-
cludes that, “such aspects of his pedagogicoal
systen . sound fully contemporny,”"?

T'he classies are abwiys modenn, o under-
stiand Suvarov lrom an Americin perspeative,




itwould e as ifa single man combined within
himscll the militiey-pedagogical awibutes of
Baans F. W von Steuben, Francis Marion, and
Nathanacl Cecene, and then demonstrated shat
the sune saributes remain cternally appro-
priste 1o madern circumstances,

Sueh wrainees and fighiters are the stall of
legend, and indecd, one Russian legend has it
it Suvorav neverreally died, thatherestsina
deep sleep toawaken when Russia is threatened
by grave military dunger. “Uo the extent that
tesponse to milivary chatlenge in an age of
miexlern, mass armices rests on the ability cither
to liclkd large numbers of wrained soldicts im-
medintely or to create them dast—as in the So-
vict Greut Patriotic War—pethaps the spirit of
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